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PREFACE 
'The present study of recidivism in Providence , Rhode Island, 
was undertaken bJ-- the author with the cooperation of the Division of Pro-
bation , Parole, and Criminal Statistics of the Rhode Island Department of 
Social Welfare. 'The author is indebted to Mr. Joseph H. Hagan, Adminis-
trator, for placing the probation records of his agency at the author 's 
disposal. The author also . is obligated to Chief John J. Maguire of the 
Rhode Island Bureau of Criminal Identification for perrnitting the use of . 
the criminal records on file in the Bureau for the purposes · of this study. 
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CHAPTER I INTRODUCTION 
Many expe.rts in the field of criminology have in the past at-
tewpted to devise methods of predicting the successful rehabilitation of 
probationers and parolees. Much effort has been e:x-pended in searching for 
a formula by means of which it may be possible to tell beforehand which 
off enders are likely to respond to the supervision and guidance of ·the pro-
bation or parole officer. Notab~e among these attempts have been the pre-
diction tables of the Gluecks 1 ,1 and Vold.~ 
The value of these attempts at prediction has been questioned 
frequently. Because of the indeterminate character of human behavior , it 
has been contended that it is not possible to predict the future cour se 
of an individual's actions . However, it cannot be denied that these at-
tempts, imperfect though they may be , have added much to our knowledge of 
delinquency and have provided us the groundwork for further study. I t 
must be recognized that these prediction t ables offer a much sounder basis 
for evaluating an individual's chances of rehabilitating himself than do 
such every-day methods as common sense ,judgments, evalua.tions based upon 
experience, etc. By attempts such as the Gluecks have made , a way may be 
found in the future for more accurate prediction methods than are now av-
ailable. The soluti on to the problem vrill not be found in abandoning in 
despair the field of prediction in the social sciences . 
l Sheldon Glueck and Eleanor T. Glueck, One Thousand Juvenile 
be1inguents 
.. 2 George B. Vold, Prediction Methods and Parole 
======*=======================================~~~~-======~-===~============~==== 
1 
The present study of one· hundred delinquents in the Sixth 
District Court of Providence, R..I. is not an attempt to formulate a pre-
diction theory that may be used universally. The author fully realizes 
the limitations imposed upon him by ~~e small number of cases under study 
and by the method through which his data were collected. The purpose of 
this study is merely to observe any obvious differences in the life his-
tories of delinquents who have been guilty of violations of the law 
since they received probation in 1936, and those who have not. The a uthor 
does not cle.im that his findings in this study can be applied to all 
juvenile probationers wherever found. It is claimed, ho~ever, that 
studies such as these vrill lead the way to the discovery of a method by 
which recidLvism may more effectively be studied and predictions more 
accurately made. 
There have been far too few follow-up studies of juvenile del-
inquents. The Gluecks have been the foremost contributors in this field. 
"One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents", "Juvenile Delinquents "Grown Up", and 
11 Later Crimina.l Careers'' are the titles of studies by these investigators 
relating to follo~-up in the field of delinquency and crime. Of the 
three, the best known and most frequently quoted is "One Thousand Juvenile 
Delinquents". References ~.'ill be made frequently to this study by this 
a uthor. The Gluecks state as the purpose of their investigation of t he 
one thousand juvenile delinquents f rom the Boston Juvenile Court the fol-
lowing: 
The present work is a functional analysis of the effectiveness of 
one of the recognized American tribunals for children - the Boston 
Juvenile Court, and of a well-known child guidance clinic -- the 
2 
I 
Judge Baker Foundation • ~ • In addition to determining the extent 
to which the court carried out the reconnnendations of the clinic in 
these cases and the incidence of recidivism follovvi.ng correctional 
.treatment, the inquirJ; is concerned with revealing the "danger sig-
nals" of delinquency.~ · 
Whereas the Gluecks were endeavoring to judge the effectiveness of the 
court and clinic , no such attempt ~Qll be made in this study. A further 
difference lies in the fact that the Boston study was based upon more sub-
stantial data than was available to this investigator. The approach to 
be used in this study differs somewhat from that employed by the Gluecks. 
A comparison will be attempted between the recidivists among the one hun-
dred delinquents and the non-recidivists. Thus, the non-recidivist group 
will serve in a manner as a control group. In this manner the author will 
attempt to uncover similarities and differences between the tvro groups in 
order to determine what factors were significant in the failure of some 
of the delinquents to benefit from their probation experience. The ef-
fectiveness of the probation process in dealing vdth these boys will be 
omitted from consideration. The author merely wishes to investigate what 
factors in the lives of the recidivists among these boys are related to 
their recidivism. 
Before discussing the method employed in this study, it is nee-
essary for clarity to describe the structure and functioning of the Rhode 
Island probation system. In speaking of probation in Rhode Island, parole 
must also be included as the administration of both systems are combined 
in one department. ·Rhode Island was the first state in the country to 
establish a system completely administered by the state. At present there 
3 Glueck and Glueck, ~· cit., p. 4 
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are twenty-one such . state administered departments in the United States. 
The Rhode Island Division of Probation, Parole, and Criminal Statistics 
has been placed under the jurisdiction of the Rhode Island Department of 
Social Welfare. The Administrator of Probation and Parole is the appoint-
ed executive of the Division and is directly responsible to the Director 
of the Department of SociaJ. Welfare. There are twelve district and four 
superior courts in Rhode Island. At least o:he man and one woman probation 
counselor are assigned to each court. - One cotinselor may be assigned jur-
isdiction of more than one court if the case load of a particular court 
does not warrant the full time services of a counselor. It is wit hin the 
power of the Administrator to manipulate the distribuUon of counselors 
to equalize case loads. 
The Criminal Statistics Bureau is maintained by the Division 
and much of the material of this study is based upon the records of the 
Bureau. Criminal _ statistics are collected from the sixteen courts of the 
State for every offense tried before each court . It is the duty of each 
probation counselor to submit a daily report to the Bureau of all dispos-
. iti ons of all offenses. This system was inaugurated in 1935, and the rec-
ords of the Bureau for court dispositions previous to 1935 are incomplete. 
The files have been gradually supplemented vli th criminal records previous 
to this date which have been -obtained from other sources. However, this 
process has not yet been completed and it is necessary to check for rec-
ords of dispositions made previous to 1935 elsewhere. 
The Sixth Juvenile Court of Providencey in which this study was 
made, is not a separate juvenile court orgru1ization. It is rather an 
adjunct to the Sixth District Adult Court. This same arrangement exists 
4 
in all other district courts of the State. The judge of the Adult Court 
also acts as judge of the Juvenile Court. Attempts have been made to est-
ablish a separate j uvenile court organization in Rhode Island but none of 
these has been successful. In 1940 a bill endeavoring to establish a two-
judge children's court for the entire State of Rhode Island passed the 
House but died in the Senate. Thus although Rhode Island was a pioneer 
in the field of state administered probation and parole, its juvenile court 
arrangement has failed to keep in step with the more progressive systems 
in other parts of the country. 
The SLxth District Court · of Providence has five probation coun-
selors attached to it. Two male counselors are assigned to the supervis-
ion of male juvenile probationers and a female counselor is assigned to 
all female probationers, adul t and juvenile. The assignment of probation 
counselors to the exclusive supervision of juvenile offenders is unique 
for the State. The probation counselors i n the other district courts, due 
to their lighter case loads, have jurisdiction over both adult and juven-
ile clients. Much more effective case work is possible in the Providence 
court as the probation counselors are able to devote their tinte exclusive-
ly to the treatment of juveniles. For this reason, it is the writer's 
opinion that the one hundred juveniles of this study received the best 
service the Rhode Island Division of Probation and Parole has to offer. 
Boys are petitioned into court by the police , or in the case of 
a school offense , by a home visitor of the Attendance Department of the 
Providence School Department. Before a boy is brought before the court, 
the charge against him is substantiated and usually no doubt of his guilt 
exists. This being the case, his appearance before the judge takes the 
5 
form of a hearing rather than a trial, at which probation co~selor, pol-
ice or other complainant , and parents are present. No others are admit-
ted without special permission from the judge. At some time before the 
date set for the hearing, the probation counselor visits the home , school, 
and community of the boy to obtain all necessary social facts. It is from 
these invest igation reports that the greatest part of the material for 
this study was obtained. The judge usually disposes of the case on the 
basis of the combined reports of the probation counselor and police . It 
has long been the practice, and such was the case in 1936, for the judge 
to refrain from setting a limit to the period of probation in the case of 
a juvenile. This procedure is followed in the majority of cases disposed 
of in the Sixth District Juvenile Court and the length of probation is 
left to the discretion of the probation counselor. There is no uniformity 
in regard to this practice in the various district courts; many judges fix 
the length of probation in juvenile cases themselves. All of the boys of 
this study were placed on probation for an indefinite period and their 
release from probation depended on the judgment of the probation counselor. 
If the boy violates the terms of his probation the probation counselor may 
surrender him to the court and the latter may take any action deemed desir-
able. 
In 1936 167 boys were placed on probation in the Sixth Juvenile 
Court. Of these, thirteen were juveniles ~ith residence in North Provid-
ence, which is under the jurisdiction of the Providence court. These cas- · 
es were i.TIJmediately discarded from consideration . Of the 154 remaining 
cases it was decided to study only one hundred because of the difficulty 
6 
of obtaining the necessary data for each case. The one hundred cases were 
selected in random fashion to avoid any bias. The names of the 154 boys 
were placed on slips of paper and one hundred names were dravm from a con-
tainer. The case record of each individual so drawn was obtained from the 
files of the Division of Probation and Parole and the required information 
copies on schedules. The next step in the procedure involved checking each 
individual name in order to ascertain whether or not the individual had 
co~~Qtted offenses subsequent to being released from probation. Two files 
were consulted for this purpose. The records of the Criminal Statistics 
Bureau described above were first utilized. In order to check the accur-
acy of these records, the investigator was able to obtain the cooperation 
of the Bureau of Criminal Identificationj a division of the Attorney Gen-
eral's department. The latter Bureau collects criminal records and finger-
prints supplied by the various police deparunents of Rhode Island and near-
by Connecticut and Massachusetts. Therefore it was possible to obtain in-
fo rmation on offenses comrnj_tted in neighboring states. In addition, the 
Bureau of Criminal Identification is also supplied ¥nth criminal records 
from the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Federal District Court of 
Providence. Thus a threefold purpose was accomplished by referring to the 
records of the Bureau of Criminal Identification: The accuracy of the rec-
ords of the Bureau of Criminal Statistics was checked, information was ob-
tained concerning offenses com.rnitted in neighboring states, and records of 
federal offenses were made available. The crLrninal records of the parents 
and siblings of each delinquent ·was ·obtained from the files of the Bureau 
of Criminal Statistics only, as the investigator did not feel justified in 
7 
requesting the staff of the Bureau of Criminal Identification to accept a 
task so burdensome. It is · recognized that the records thus obtaL'1ed are 
inadequate in the case of t he parents of the one hundred delinquents be-
cause of t he inadequacy of the records previous to 1935. In the case of 
the siblings, very few of whom :would be likely to have records previous 
to 1935, the data contained in this study are probably complete. 
The year 1936 was selected as the appropriate year on which to 
base the study because of the fact that this was the first year in which 
t he present administration had the opportunity to function. The present 
administrator assumed office in June, 1935. It was desired to base the 
study on case material which had been collected as far into the past as 
was feasible. The year 1936 was chosen because it was believed that it 
presented an opportune year for purposes of this study. Since new innov-
ations were made in the Division of Probation and Parole in 1935, it seemed 
desirable that if the study be made from some time in the past to the pres-
ent , the factor of methods of supervision of probationers and the factor 
of t he administration of probation be kept constant. Furthermor e, 1936 
was the first year in which the present detailed method of recording func-
tioned adequately. The author considered that sufficient time, a period 
of six years, had elapsed between the time of sentence in 1936 and the 
tim.e of the study in 1942. 
Use was made of the 1940 census material.. The publication of 
the United States Census Bureau "Population and Housing"lt. was used in this 
4 Bureau of the Census , Population ~ Housing,l940 
8 
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study and census tract statistics are used in several places. 
/ 
CHAPTEii: II GENERAL FACTS ABOUT THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
The one hm1dred delinquents studied constitute an adequate sam-
ple of all ma.le juvenile delinquents placed on probation in Providence, 
Rhode Island in 1936. The figure one hundred represents 59 per cent of 
all cases receiving probation in the Sixth District Juvenile Court of Prov-
idence in that year. Furthermore, there is no reason to believe that this 
sample is not representative of all male juvenile probationers receiving 
probation in Providence during any year. The method by which the cases 
were selected supposedly does not introduce any statistical bias into the 
sa'llple. Any other sample drawn from the total of boys placed on probation 
in any year wi ll probably yield the same results as were found for t he 
present study. 
For the purposes of this study the o_ne hundred juvenile delin-
quents have been divided into a recicli.vist and non-recidivist grouping. 
The division into two such groups entails numerous difficulties. Recidiv-
ism must first be defined . Should any offense, regardless of its charac-
ter, committed subsequent to the original offense be the basis for classi-
fying individuals as recidivists? Or should there be some line of demarc-
ation between those offenses which are serious and those which are of 
minor consequence? The Gluecks in their study of one thousand juvenile 
delinquents assumed that any offense constitutes recidivism, though they 
distinguished betwe~n minor and serious offenses • .! This author preferred 
1 Sheldon Glueck and Eleanor T. Glueck, One Thousand Juvenile 
Delinquents, pp. 151-152 
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to set up a standar d of recidivism. Only certain offenders were classi-
fied as recidivists . In such a procedure a certain amount of discretion 
must be used. Hmvever, it was attempted to make the classification as 
free from arbitrariness as possible. Offenses considered as constituting 
recidivism in this study are for the most part crimes that are 11 i..'1dict-
able". That is , the defendant is given a preliminary trial before t he 
district court if charged with certain offenses . He is found either "prob-
ably guilty" or "probably not guilty11 by the district court judge . If the 
forr.o.er decision is reached, the defendant is "bound over to the grand jury" 
for indictment by that group . Thus the final dispositi on of the case of 
an alleged offender is vdthin the jurisdiction of the superior court. All 
such indictable offenses are considered .in this stuqy as constituting rec-
idivism. Larceny, thougp it is not an indictable offense, has been added 
to t his group because in the majority of cases it involves a degree of 
crli.o.inal intent too great to be overlooked. All federal offenses, because 
of their serious nature, have also been included. All juvenile offenses 
must also be added to this list, because, as was previously explained,-2 
boys are not brought before the juvenile court unless they present a ser-
ious problem. In addition, it would not be cons'istent to exclude a juven-
ile offense from the recidivist classification since no distinction as to 
type of offense was made when the cases were selected in the .sampling pro-
cedure. All other offenses which occurred among the one hundred boys were 
of a non-criminal natt~e. A newspaper account of such a misdemeanor for 
which one of the non- recidivists was arraigned as an adult before the 
2 §UJ?ra p. 5 
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adult court i l lustrates the nature of such offenses. 
C B , 16, of 411 West Exchange St. , · today was fih13d $25 and 
costs by Judge Maurice Robinson when he pleaded guilty to a charge of 
defacing property. With three companions , according to police, B _ 
went into the retiring room of the Bijou Theater, 368 Westminster St., 
last night about 8 o 1 clock and made a leap toward a water pipe . The 
pipe came down with a crash and also a flood of water. The youths 
left the theater hurr iedly but later were apprehended on Aborn St.2 
Employing the above method of classification, it was found that sixty-four 
boys must be considered recidivists and t hirty-six boys non-recidivists. 
Four boys in the non-r ecidivist group did commit one offense apiece subse-
quent to being placed on probation in 1936, but none of these four offenses 
fell in the group of offenses constituting recidivism. 
Table I shows the number of offenses co~nitted by the sixty-four 
TABLE I. 
NUMBER OF SffiiOUS OFFENSES COMMTTTED SUBSEQUENT TO 1936 BY THE 
SIXTY~FOUR RECIDIVISTS 
Number of offenses Number of Recidivists 
Committing Offenses 
1 24 
2 14 
3 14 
4 9 
5 l 
6 _g 
Total 64 
3 The Provideree EvEning Bulletin, January 20, 1938, p. 2 
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recidivists follmving the 1936 offense. Only offenses designated by this 
study as constituting recidivism are enumerated. If the same group of boys 
were investigated ten years from the date of this present study, it would 
probably be found that the average number of repeat offenses had increased. 
In 1942 the average number of later offenses per boy was 2.3. It is also 
possible that if a longer period of time were allowed to elapse a study of 
the same group of one hundred boys would reveal recidivism among the thirty 
six non-recidivists. 
The offense for which each of the one hundred boys received pro-
bation in 1936 is indicated in Table II. The act of "breaking , entering 
and larceny" leads all other delinquencies in frequency of occurrence. The 
figures for 1940, 1941, and .1942 show that "breaking, entering, and larceny' 
is the most frequently occurring offense among boys placed on probation in 
the Sixth District Court. 27.7 per cent of all male juv'enile s placed on 
probation in this court during these three years were guilty of this off-
ense. Fift;-r-two of the one hundred boys of this study were guilty of some 
form of stealing. "Breaking, entering and larceny" was the most frequent 
act of delinquency among the sixty-four recidivists . Twenty-one boys, or 
32.8 per cent of the total group, were guilty of this act. Among the non-
recidivist boys, there were only seven cases of "breaking, entering, and 
larceny", or 19.4 per cent of the total group. Acts of mischief showed a 
greater L11cidt3nce proportionately among the non-recidivists. Significant-
ly, there were no cases of "runaway" or "disobedient to parent" among the 
non-recidivists. 
Perhaps the efficacy of probation may in part be judged by the 
13 
14 
TABLE II. 
OFFENSES FOR WHICH THE ONE HUNDRED BOYS WERE PLACED ON PROBATION IN 1936 
Offense Recidivists Non-recidivists 
Acts of stealLn.g 
Auto theft 3 
Breaking, entering, 
and larceny 21 7 
Larceny ll iO 
Acts of mischief 
Destroying property 4 4 
False fire alarm 3 5 
Malicious mischief l l 
Forgery 1 
Waywardness 
Disobedience to 
parent l 
Running away 7 
Truancy 13 8 
Total 64 36 
amount of repetition at a later date of the same offense for which the 
delinquent is being treated by the case work efforts of the probation coun-
selor . If t~e boy is unable to make the distinction between right and 
wrong ·without help from an outside source, it is likely that having learnec 
tha t the act for which he is now making retribution is ethically wrong , he 
will not repeat that specific act but Y~rill commit another delinquency which 
in his mind :Ls not at all related to the first. This would indicate a fail-
ure on the part of the probation worker and other community agents to make 
the boy self--directing. It might also indicate in some cases that the boy 
was unable to make abst.ract distinctions .between right and wrong. Of 
course the renetition of the same crime at a later date would indicate a 
complete f ailure of the boy to adjust to the demands of society. Table III 
shows that thirty of the sixty-four recidivists repeated one or more times 
the specific offense for which they recei ved probation in 1936. "Brea.king, 
entering , and larceny" was repeated more than twice as many times as any 
other offense. 
TABLE III 
NUMBER. OF RECIDIVISTS WHO REPEATED ONE OR MORE TIMES THE SPECIFIC OFFENSE 
FOR WHICH THEY ~lffiE PlACED ON PROBATION IN 1936 
Offense 
Breaking, entering 
and larceny 
Larceny 
Truancy 
Malicious Mischief 
Total 
Number of Recidivists vVho 
Repeated the Same Offense 
17 
8 
4 
l 
30 
15 
In classifying the one hundred boyE in the r ecidivist and non-
recirH vist groups, the question arose as to what category those deiin~ 
quents should be assigned who had committed a delinquency before 1936 but 
who had not marred their records since that time. Four cases occurred in 
which the boys had each committed two offenses previous to 1936. Strict-
ly speaking , these boys were recidivists. However, in each of the four 
cases, the f i rst offense had been -committed within t vro years previous to 
TABLE IV. 
NUMBER OF OFFENSES COMMITTED PREVIOUS TO 1956 
l3Y THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Number of previous 
offenses 
Recidivists Non-recidivists 
1 17 4 
2 4 0 
l 0 
Total 22 4 
1936 and each case had been disposed of by probation. Each of the four 
original case>s had been terminated satisfe.ctorily previous to the 1936 
offense. Thus, it was decided to discount all offenses committed pre-
vious to 193E5. Since no furth~r delinquent acts had been committed by 
any of the four boys since 1936, they had best be classified as non~ 
recidivists. Twenty-two recidivists had records ante-dating their 1956 
records. Table IV presents the number of previous offenses col!lmi tted 
by the one hundred delinquents. It may be seen that the 1936 offense 
V"-as the first offense for 65.6 per cent of the recidivists. 
16 
The 1936 probation sentences of the one hundred boys were term-
ina ted in one of two ways . The probation counselor surrendered thirty-six 
~ · of the sixty-four delinquents to the cour t fo r violati.on of probation. 
Thirty-three o those surr endered were sentenced to Sockanosset, t he. Rhode 
Island correctional institution for boys . The remaini ng three boys 1vere 
returned to the custody of the probation counselor ·for further supervision. 
The. twenty-eight boys who did not violate their 1936 probation cases were 
relea.s ed from probation by the probation counselor who at the time judged 
that it vias reasonably safe to excuse them from supervision. The t hirty-
six boys in the non-recidivist gr oup were all released f rom probation by 
the probation counselor who terminated their cases because he considered 
their progress at the time as satisfactory. Table V shows the length of 
time spent on probation by thos e boys whose cas es were terminated satis-
factorily . It is obvious that t he recidivist group as a whole was kept 
TABLE V 
LENGTH OF TilviE SPENT ON PROBATION BY THOSE AMONG THE ONE HUNDHED 
DELI NQUEN TS 1~BOSE 1936 CASES WERE TEFIMINATED SATISFACTORILY 
Length of t ime of super-
vision on probation 
Under 6 months 
6 months to 1 year 
1 year to 18 months 
18 months to 2 years 
2 years to 30 months 
30 months to 3 years 
No :report 
Total 
Recidivists 
2 
3 
7 
9 
5 
l 
l 
28 
Non-recidivists 
7 
18 
6 
2 
17 
1.6 
under supervision longer than the non-recidivist group. The average length 
of time for the recidivists was 18.3 months, for the non-recidivi sts, 9.5. 
The difference is probably an indication of the realization by the proba-
tion counselor even at that time that the boys who l ater recidivated 
presented specia.l problems. 
In Table VI the number of times each of the one hundred boys ~as 
sent to . Sockanosset for any reaso~ is enumerated. The t wo boys appearing 
in the non-recidivist group both were sent to Sockanoseet for psychi-
atric and psychometric study. Only fou r teen of the recidivists were never 
placed in the school at any time. However, six of the fourteen boys have 
been at one time or another incarcerated in an adult penal or correctional 
institution. Eight have never been institutionalized. In this connection 
it may be noted that Healy and Bronner found that 70 per cent of the Chi-
cago males of their study who had been committed to institutions as boys 
( 
TABLE VI . 
NUMBER OF SOCKANOSSET COMMIT~~TS OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Number of commitments Recidivists Non-recidivists 
0 14 54 
1 26 2 
2 18 
5 5 
4 or more 1 
Total 64 36 
'I 
~-: 
failed to adjust successfu lly afterwards. Only 34 per cent of those not 
committed to institutions in ea.rly life failed in adulthood . . ! 
The mean age of the one hundred boys is 13 . 7 years. The mean 
age of the recidivists is 13.6 yea.rs and of the non-recidivists, 14.1 years 
The age distribut ion Tor . boys ·appearing before the Sixth District Juvenile 
Court for three years , 1940, l%J., 1942 is available . .2. The mean derived 
from the total number of boys appearing before the Court during these 
three year s is 13.9 years . 
The place of residence in 1936 of the one hundred delinquent 
boys within the various census tracts of Providence is depicted in Map 1. 
No obvious differences betweEn the recidivist and non-recidivist group 
are evident. Any pattern of concentration seems to be lacking. This may 
be due to t he size of the sample studied. It is noteworthy t hat Census 
Tract 12 contains only one delinquent. A record of delinquency rates for 
the various census tracts of Providence is not available, but from general 
observation it is knmm that Census Tract 12 has a high rate of delinquen-
cy. A fairly la.rge proportion of boys resided in areas adj acent to the 
center of the city., but the distribution i s not concentrated in these 
areas. The mor e elite residential districts, namely, Census Tracts 14, 
15, 45 , 4.8, .and 49, are devoid of delinquents. 
p •. 251 
4. Will:lam Healy and Augusta Jl'. Bronner, Delinquents and Criminals, 
5 see ~ppendix, p. 
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MAP l. 
R.ESIDENCE OF THE ONE HUNI.)RED DELIN~UENTS IN 1926 
.· I N CENSUS TRACTS OF PROVIDENCE 
* Reeidivists 
• Non-recidivists 
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CHAPTER III. THE FACTOR OF FAMILY RELA'.riONSHI PS 
The study now turns to a consideration of specific similarities 
and differences between the group of sixty-four recidivists and the group 
of thirty-six non-recidivists. Various chBr acteristics of the two groups 
of boys will be compared as the facts were recorded in 1936. 
It :Ls difficult to judge what factors in the lives of delin-
quents have been the most responsible for thetr delinquency. Common 
sense tells us that the famiiy relationships of any young boy have a 
determining influence in the formation of his behavior and in the mould-
ing of his character. Thus it seems .appropriate to examine first the 
home life of both groups of boys to discover any significant varil~nts. 
The possibility that broken homes have an important place in 
the etiology of all delinquency has been considered by many writers in 
the field of delinquency and crime. Controversies have frequently arisen 
as to t he relative importance of broken homes among all other f actors in 
the causation of crime. Among the proponents of the theory tha t broken 
homes and delinquency are not necessarily correlated are Shaw and McKay, 
who in their study of social factors in juvenile delinquency made the 
following concl usions: 
It was found that the difference between. the rates in the delin-
quent and control group furnished a verJ inadequate basis for the 
conclusion that the broken home is an important factor in delin-
quency. This should not be interpreted to mean that family l ife 
is not an important factor in behavior problems, but that the 
broken home, as such, -is not a significant measure of the import-
ance of family life in the· cases of boys appearing in the Cook 
County juvenile court.l. 
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In spite of ~lhaw' s and McKay's assertion th&.t broken homes are not in 
themselves to be considered as causes of del inquency , it would seem that 
boys who have t he benefit of a normal f cmily constellation would more 
likely be able to correct their wayward and delinquent habits after com-
mitting a fir s t offense than would boys whose homes have been disrupted. 
However, what matters i s not t he f act of t he broken home , but r e>. ther whflt 
that f act means to the youngster. If he is able to obtain the sa~e af-
fection and guidance from one pa.rent as he was able to obtain from both , 
the broken horne in itself will not have any meaning to him and vlill not 
disturb his psychological functioning. On the other hand, a boy who is 
unable tc. find satisfying relationships in a home which has not been 
broken finds himself at as great a disadvant age as would be the case were 
he to feel the lack of one or both parents from the home . The importance 
of the emotional content in family relationships is stressed by Healy 
and Bronner in their book "New Light on Delinquency and Its Trea tment" . 
The extent to which t ensions in family s ituations ar e involved 
and the intensity of the feelin g reactions to them are seen in 
our case ill ustrations and in our collected findings concerning 
strongly sensed rejections, insecurity, inadequacies, jealousies , 
mental conflicts, or unhappiness about family disharmonies.~ 
Table VII enumE:r at es the various f ami l y situations found among the one 
hundred delinquents . It would be expected that the group of non-recid-
ivist13 have le.::s broken homes among them when the theory be accepted that 
1 Clifford R. Shaw and Henry D. ~cKay, Social Factors in Juvenile 
Delinguency, p. 284 
2 William Healy and Augusta F. Bronner, New Light~ Delinquency 
and 11e Treatment, p. 204 
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TABLE VII. 
P&.ttEN TAL RELATIONSHIPS .AMONG THE ONE h1JNDRED DELINQUE1.1TS 
Type of parental relationship Recidivists Non-recidivists 
Boy living with both parents 42 26 
Boy living with mother - parents 
divorced or separated 6 4 
Boy living with foster parents 
or legal guardians 4 
Boy living with mother - father 
dead 3 2 
Boy living with father - mother 
dead 2 
Boy living with father and step-
mother - mother dead 1 
Boy living with mother and step-
f ather - parents div. or sep. 
Boy living with father and steP-
mother - parents div. or sep. l l 
Boy living with steP-father -
no mother in h0111e 1 
Boy living with step-father and 
step-mother - ·own parents dead J. 
'rotal 64 36 
recidivism is more likely to occur if the normal fa~ily constellation is 
impaired. 65 per cent of the recidivist group were reported as living in 
unbroken homes in 1936 as compared to 72 per cent of the non-recidivist 
group. However, though a difference is seen, it is questionaole how 
meaningful it is. Since each of the groups is small in number, it is 
doubtful whether or not the small difference in percentage observed is 
statistically significant. 
Of more value in the present study in a comparison of the home 
life of the boys would be a report on the amount of friction in the home. 
Since the data of this report are based on the 1956 investigation reports 
of the probation counselor and not on detailed clinical findings, such 
information is certain to be scanty. But there are clues, however inade-
quate, supporting the theory that the recidivists on the whole were exper-
iencing a much less satisfying home life in 1956 than were the non-recid-
ivists. In seven cases, severe conflict was reported by the probation 
counselor as existing between parents who wer e living together. These 
seven cases all occurred among recidivists while no instance of conflict 
between those parents of the non-recidivist group who were living together 
was reported. This does not mean that all marital rela tionships in the 
non-recidivist group were harmonious, but it does point to the fact t hat 
the conflict was so keen in the seven cases among the recidivis t group 
that it was e·ither reported or obvious. to the probation counselor when he 
visited t he home. The investigations we!'e not usually intens ive enough to 
bring out le~s obvious instances of friction bet ween parents . However 
the seven cases do serve as indicators of the total situation in the t wo 
groups of boys. 
The records were scrutinized to uncover instances of conflict 
between the del inquents and one or both parents. Only sv . cases were 
reported and all six occurred among the recidivists. As pointed out in the 
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preceding paragraph, the Si.."'< cases were not by any means t r.e total number 
existing at the time, for other cases were probably not uncovered in the 
investigation interview. .Another indication of the proba.bility of less 
satisfactory home life among the recidivists can b.e gleaned from Table 
II in Chapter II. The offenses of "disobedience to parent" and "running 
away" , both evidences of unhappy f amily r elationships, occur in eight 
ins t ances among the r ecidivists but f ail to appear in the non-recidivist 
group. 
In considering the place of t he home in the causation of delin-
quency and recidivism, the country of birth of parents must be considered. 
Cultural conflict between foreign born parents and native born children ha s 
long been recognized as a determining factor in behavior problems of child-
ren. The modes of behavior of the foreign born parent may conflict n th 
the behavior patterns learned by the child in his community contacts . In 
addition , the parent and the community may conflict as to t he method best 
sui ted to cope \'fi th the child r s ungovernable behavior. From these as sump-
tiona it ~rould seem that the boys whose parents are .native born would 
find less difficulty in reforming. Also , the probation counselor would 
. ' 
presumably find the na tive born parents more cooperative in dealing with 
the boy. Table VIII indicat es that '37 per cent of the recidivist group 
and 27 per cent of the non-recidivist group were children of native North 
Americans. On the other hand, both parents of 48. 4 per cent of the recid-
ivists and 61.1 of the non-recidivists were foreign born. This seems to 
contradict the assumptions made above that the preponderance of foreign 
born parents is likely to be found among tl~ recidiYists. It is to be 
noted here that parents born in Canada have been included in the category 
of native born, because Canadian culture for the most part does not. pre-
sent a problem of conflict with culture in the United States. 
TABLE VIII. 
. a . 
NATIVITY OF PAF~~TS OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Nativity of parents 
Both parentg native North 
.Americans 
One parent foreign born 
Both parents foreign born 
No report on nativity 
Total 
Recidivists Non-recidivists 
24 10 
7 3 
51 22 
64 
a If boy is living with step-parent or foster parent, place of 
birth of step-parent or foster parent is recorded. 
b Parents born in Canada are incl uded in t he category "Both parents 
native North Americans. 11 
Table IX shows the specific country of birth of the parents of 
the one hundred boys. The 1940 Census shows that the Italian foreign 
4 born population leads all other foreign born groups in number.- The 
Italian foreign born population numbered 17.,010 , or 33.2 per cent of the 
total forei~n born white popula tion, in 1940 in Providence. The Italian 
foreign born group was approximately three times l arger than the next 
4 Bureau of t he Census, .Q.R• cit., p. 11 
26 
~ 0 
Country of 
birth 
TABLE IX. 
COUNTRY OF BIRTH OF PARENTS* OF THE 
ONE HUNDRED D~IN~UID~TS 
Recidivists Non-recidivists 
Fa. I Mo. Total Fa. Mo. Total 
Armenia 1 1 2 5 2 5 
Belgiwn 
-
1 . 1 1 - 1 
Canada 5 4 7 2 2 4 
France 1 - 1 - - -
England & Wales 5 1 . 4 1 1 2 
Ireland 2 5 5 1 1 2 
Italy 25 19 44 10 9 19 
Poland 2 1 5 2 1 5 
Portugal 4 5 7 6 5 11 
Russia 1 1 2 2 . B 5 
United States 21 28 49 8 11 19 
No report 
...1 _g __£ - ~ ~ 
-
Total 64 64 128 56 36 72 
* If boy is living with step-parent or foster parent, country of 
birth of step-parent or foster parent is recorded. 
l &r gest group, the popula tion born in Eire. Thus it should be expected 
' 
tha t the great preponder ance of Italian foreign born be reflected in the 
sample of thi.s study . Such is actuall y formd to be the case. Further-
more, the die.tribution shows no significant differences betvveen the 
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recidivists and non-recidivists in relation to places of origin other 
than the United Ste tes. The. figures are so well distributed for all for-
eign countries t ha t the figures for each specific country: are too small 
to make any significant comparisons. The Gluecks made the following ob-
servation in regard to delinquents studied by them: 
In Table 10 is a comparison of the birthplace of the parents of the 
juvenile delinquents who reformed and t hose _who did not, from which 
it is evident that the reformed group were in significantly excess-
ive proportion sons of fathers born in Sle..vic lands, while the 5 
recidivists were in greater degree sons of fathers born in Ireland.-
No such clear cut distinction is forthcoming from the figures presented 
in this study. 
There were only five negro boys among the one hundred delinquents 
of whom three were found among the recidivists and two among the non-
recidivists. 
The number of siblings in the f amilies of the one hundred 
delinquents is.indicated in Table X. The average number of children per 
f amily in the recidivist group is 5.7, wlnl e the average per f amily for 
the non-recidivist ·group in 4.9. The larger families among the recidivists 
might possibly be indicative of the inability of parents of large f amilies 
to give adequate supervision to each chila as is possible for parents of 
smaller f a.mil.ies. Such an assumption, however, must not be given undue 
wei 'ght, as any . such conclusion would have to be substantia ted by an inves-
tigation into the actual supervision received by children in these famE· . 
lies. In addition, the figures in Ta.ble X include siblings who no longer 
5 Sheldon Glueck and Eleanor T. Glueck, Juvenile Delinquents 
Grown Qa, p. 111 
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come under the active supervision of their parents. Table XI shows the 
number of cluldren under sixteen in each family, which more accurately 
provides a picture of the number of siblings for whose supervision t he 
Ti<.:BLE X. 
NUMBER OF CHILDREN* IN F Ai\ULIES OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Nunib·er of children 
in family 
l 
2 
5 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
Total 
* Includes step and r~f siblings 
Recidivists Non-recid-
ivists 
1 2 
5 4 
6 6 
12 4 
8 6 
10 5 
9 4 
3 2 
5 1 
2 
_l 
64 
2 
56 
parents are directly responsible. The mean number of sibs under sixteen 
per family for the recidivist group is 5.8, for the non-recidivist group, 
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3.0. Thus the above assu.'llption of inadequate parental supervision becomes 
highly dubious in light of these latter figures. 
TABLE XI. 
NU~ffiER OF CHILDREN* UNDER SIXTEEN IN Fill~ILIES 
OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUF~TS 
Number of cluldren under 
sixteen in f amily 
0 
l 
2 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
Total 
* Includes step and half siblings 
Recidivists 
2 
6 
13 
12 
11 
5 
8 
4 
1 
1 
_l 
64 
Non-recid-
ivists 
7 
8 
8 
8 
1 
1 
The position in age of the delinquents in relation to other 
siblings in t he f :.._mily is also s. possible index of the likelihood that a 
delinquent will recidivate. It is seen that proportionately more non-
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recidivists a:re the oldest among their sibs from Table XII. There is -
little proportionate difference in the youngest of age category. If the 
T.ABLE XII. 
:POSITION IN AGE OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELli~QUE.~TS 
Ai\t10NG THEIR SIBLINGS 
Position in Recidivists Non-recidivists 
age 
Oldest 7 9 
In-bei~ween 46 20 
YoungBst 10 5 
Only ehild _l ('-. 
.....£ 
Tot.al 64 56 
greater proportion of oldest boys among the non-recidivists be judged sig-
nificant, the explanation may be offered that the oldest child in a family 
is invest ed with greater responsibility and has a more definite status 
among his sib1ings. As a result, he is more likely to be immune to acts 
of delinquency than his younger siblings. 
Children reared in an _atmosphere of delinquency and cr~ne are not 
likely to reform their ovm delinquent trends and are likely to cons titute 
a large proportion of recidivists in crime among t he general population. 
Lunden s t ates the problem in the following manner: 
Elementally the family is composed of the psycho-social relation-
ships which exist between husband e.nd wife or between par ents and 
children ••• Criminality on the part of parents tends to develop 
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delinquency in the offspring. Generally 7 when parents f ail to 
transmit soci al stability and gontrol, the child in turn finds 
integrated behavior difficult.-
It has been pointed out that t he figures for crime of par ents are not 
accurate in this study because of tr,e murmer in which the records were ol:> .  
7 
t ained.- ThE~ investiga tion report of t he probation counselor in some 
cases provided criminal r ;;;cords of parents, but too much confidence cannot 
be placed in these reports . The author doubts that the probat ion counselor 
made an intensi ve check of the records of par ents , but rather depended on 
the reports given to him by those he interviewed. The r ecords of the 
Bureau of Criminal Stati stics are depended on for the most part to provide 
police records of the parents and sibs of t he one hundred delinquents, but 
these are not complete for all cases p~evious to 1935. The records that 
were obts.ined as to criminality of parents are t ablllated in Table XIII. 
Automobile violations are omitted but drunkenness and all other offenses 
for which the parent was .at one time convicted by any court are i ncluded. 
It is obvious that criminality on t he part of parents of the recidi vists 
is by far greater than cri'llinality of parents of the non-recidivists. Even 
t hough the figures given in Table XIII are not complete for years previous 
to 1935, there is no reason to believe tha t with more complete records 
available, the findings would be substantially any different . However, 
the fi gures given .here should only be considered an ·indexto the total sit-
uation. 
6 Walter A. Lunden , Statis tics .Q!! Crime ~ Criminals, p . 104 
TABLE XIII. 
CRH UN.ll.L RECORDS OF PARENTS OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Criminal records Recidivists Non-recidivists 
of parents 
Court recor for 
father only 11 5 
Court record f or 
mother only 5 
Court record for 
both parents 4 
Total f amilies 20 5 
Table XIV presents the situation in r el a tion to crime and 
delinquency among the siblings of t he one hundred delinquents. There is 
a great er amount of delinquency and crime indica ted among the r scidivists• 
siblings than among the siblings of the non-recidivists. The case of R.G. , 
a delinquent among t he group of sixty-four recidivis ts, who recidivated 
four times s ince -1 936, i l lustrates the effect of poor moral environment 
upon young boys. 
Mr. G. a t prese!.1t i 5 not :!..l.ving a t home. His wife has not heard 
from him for seven years. She reports t hat he has been committed 
to the Providence County J ail at least five times for.larceny a.nd 
other offenses. She describes him as 11no good" and admits constant 
fric t i on between t hem while he lived at home. J. G. , subject's 
brother, i ;3 at present in the Rhode Island S.tate Men 's Reformatory, 
hsving been found guilty of three cases of breaking, entering, and 
larceny . E.G., another brother , at pr esent is s t a tioned in a C.C.C. 
camp. A.G., a sister, i s not living a t home but the police report 
that she has been s uspectea ·of pr·ostitution and i s now liJring with 
a mHn to whom she has never been married. Mrs. G. also has e. police 
record dat:Lng back to 1927 for vario , ~ offenses mostly pertainin-g 
to violations of alcoholic l aws .... It is the probation counselor's 
opinion that R.G. does not real ize the seriousness of his act, for 
he seemed not at all penitent. His mother had not punished him nor 
had she seriously reprimanded him, he told the probation counselor • . 
'rABLE XIV. 
DELINQUENCY AND CRIMINAL RECOP..DS OF THE SIBLINGS* 
OF TB-E ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Delinque!ncy and crim_nal 
recorc.s of siblings 
Record for one sibling 
Record for t wo siblings 
·Record for tr.!I'ee siblings 
Record. for four siblings 
Total families 
Recidi-vists Non-recidivists 
21 7 
8 4 
12 
* Includes step and half siblings. Does not include subject 
of study himself. 
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CHAPTER IV. THE FACTOR OF ECONOMIC STATUS 
The relationship of economic adequa~ to juvenile delinquency 
presents a problem which has never been satisfactorily solved. It is 
true that most delinquents come from underprivileged families and families 
of low income. But to what extent is delinquency the result of economic 
inadequa~? It has often been stated that there are as many delinquents 
a~ong tl~ rich a s among the poor. The more privileged boys do not come 
1 before the court because their delinquency is dealt with in other ways.-
This argument still remains a ma tter of conjecture. It cannot be denied, 
however, tha t in families of adequate means delinquency does occur, but 
the offenders are often known as "problem children" rather than delinquent 
boys, and are sent off to boarding schools ' rather than reformatories. 
If ~;uch be the case, then it would appear that economic sta tus 
and recidivism. would show a relationship • . This author wishes to find 
out if there was actually any significant differences in 1936 in the 
financial situation of the families of the recidivists and the i'am.ilies 
of the non-recidivists. If income be first considered, several diffi-
culties immediately arise. In the first pl ace, 1936 saw r~ief at one 
of its highest peaks. The depres sion was L~ full swing and any s tatistics 
on income at that time are apt to be misleading. However, more suitable 
data wer e not available. It would be ideal to base any comparison of 
1 Sophia · M~ Robison, ~Delinq uency Be Measured?, pp. 27-35 
A discussion of the effect of income on the registration of delinquency 
is found here. 
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income on the average amount of income over a period ::) £ ~rears. With the 
material available, such a procedure was not possible. It is seen in 
Table XV that thirty-four heads of recidivists' f ami l ies and sixteen of 
non-recidivists' f amilies were on some form of relief in 1936. The per-
centage of those on relief is higher for the recidivist group (53.1 per 
cent) than for the non-recidivist group (44 .4 per cent). Fi&rures were 
not available to this ~Titer as to the number of families on relief in 
the general population of Providence in 1956. 
TABLE XV. 
J<'AMILY HEADS ON RELIEF IN 1956 BY TYPE OF RELIEF 
Type of rel ief 
Work rel ief - W.P.A. 
Work reJ.ief S.U.R. 
General relief - D.P.A. 
Retired on pension 
Total. 
Recidivists 
18 
11 
4 
_l 
34 
Non-recidivists 
13 
2 
1 
16 
Table XVI provides s. count of income of heads of families, 
including f amilies on relief. The mean income for the recidivist group 
is ~14.35, for the non-recidivist group, $15.68. However, since so many 
rel ief families e.re included, these averages are of limited value. 
It is possible that a classification of family heads by occu-
pation may reveal some si'gnificant facts. Table XVII is a classifica tion 
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TABLE XVI. 
INCOME OF FAMILY HEALS IN 1936 
Weekly income Recidivists Non-recidivists 
Dollars 
5 to 10 8 4 
10 to 15 25 11 
15 to 20 8 3 
20 to 25 3 2 
25 to 30 1 
50 to 35 
35 to 40 1 
40 to 45 1 
45 to 50 
50 to 55 1 
Own accOlmt worker-
No stated income . 7 7 
No report on income 11 
...1. 
Total 64 36 
of heads of f amilies not on relief into the occupational categories used 
2 in the 1940 c-e~nsus.- It is seen that no professional workers are found 
in ei Gher gro~~ of delinquents. The r ecidivist group contains a greater 
proportion of l aborers. Ten family heads in the recidivist group and 
the same number in the non-recidivist group whose occupa tions were re-
2 Bureau of the Census, Q£. £11., p. 11 
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TABLE XVII. 
OCCUPATION IN 1936 OF Fli.M.ILY HEADS NOT ON RELIEF BY 
MAJOR OCCUPATION GROUP* 
Major occupation 
group 
Professional workers 
·Semi-professional 
worker:s 
Proprietors, managers, 
and officials 
Clerical!, sales, and 
kindred workers 
Craftsmen, foremen, and 
kindred workers 
Operative! s and kindred 
workers 
Domestic service workers 
Service workers except 
domestic 
Laborers 
Occupation not reported 
Total 
Recidivists Non-recidivists 
2 
4 4 
6 4 
2 2 
12 4 
6 4 
50 20 
* Class ification of occupations is taken from 1940 Census. 
Burea1.1 of the Census, .22• cit., p. 11 
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ported and who were not on relief fall in the firet five ca tegories of 
occupations. The normal occupations of those on relief are not involved 
in the count . 
The number of fR mUies who hA.d previous to 1936 been aided by 
relief social agencies is shown in Table XVIII. It ls seen that propor-
TABLE .:X.VIII. 
FMHLIES KNOWN TO RELIEF SOCIAL AGENCIES* PREVIOUS TO 1936 
Number of agencies 
reporting contacts 
1 
2 
5 
Not knot.m to any 
a gency 
No report 
Total 
Recidivists Non-recidivists 
32 12 
14 8 
2 0 
9 15 
7 1 
64 56 
* Agencies included are Department of Public ~elfare , Family _ 
Welfare Society, Jewish Family V.elfare Society, and American 
Eed Cross. 
tionately more faro.i lies of recidivists than non-recidivists were known to 
relief agencies. Only 14.1 per cent of the recidivists ' families were 
not known to any relief agencies in the included list , while 41.7 of the 
f amilies of the non-recic:livists wer e not thus known. The difference may 
be an indication of the r el ationship in regard to economic dependency 
between the two groups. 
Another index of economic status is .the amount of rent paid 
monthly for dwelllng unit. Ta.ble XIX enumerates the monthly rent paid by 
families of the one hundred delinquents . The median monthly rent · (contract) 
TABLE XIX.· 
MONTHLY ~1T PAID FOR DWELLING UNIT IN 1936 
Monthly rent Hecidivists Non-recidivists 
Dollars 
5 to 10 1 
10 to 15 17 6 
15 to 20 29 ll 
20 to 25 2 2 
25 to 30 2 
50 to 55 
55 to 40 1 
40 to 45 l 
Owner of home 7 6 
Manager of rooming 1 l 
house 
No report of rent 
...& 8 
Total 64 56 
3 
for Providence in 1940 was $20.85.- Thi s figure i s probably slightly 
3 Bureau of the Census, .22• cit., p. 22 
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higher th:..m that for 1936, but is the only available one. The median 
l"lonthiy rent of those reporting rent was $.16.29 for the recidivi s t group 
and $·17 .OS for the non-recidivist group . The difference between the two 
groups is slight. If allo·wance be made for rising rents due to better ec-
anomie conditi ons, it could be concluded that the median monthly rent for 
the city as a whole was probably not much higher in 1936 than the median 
for either group. 
Thirteen families among the one hundred boys owned their own 
homes . All thirteen parents of these f e.milies wer e foreign born, which 
probably reflects the value placed on home ownership by forei gn born 
groups. 
The number of persons per r oom, or the amount of crowding is 
another index of econoJ!LlC adequacy. Table XX show.~ the number of persons 
per room in the dwellings of the one hundred delinquents . Persons per 
room is defined by t he Bureau of the Census as fo l lows: 
The numbElr of persons per room, used as an index of crowding, is 
obtained by di 'r ~ding the number of per son! in the household by 
the number of rooms in the dwelling unit. 
The 1940 Census sho~ed 83.6 per cent of a l l occupi ed dwelling units in 
5 Providence ""' :~ th one person per room or less.- This compares ith 20.3 
per cent for the recidivist group and 27.8 per cent f 0r the non-recidivist 
group in 19313. In 1940 3.8 per cent of all occupied dwelling units in 
Providence had 1.51 persons per room. .5. 1.5 person per room is usually 
4 Bureau of the Census, op . cit., · p . 3 
5 ibid., p. 25 
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taken as the point of overcrown ing. In 1936 there were 43 .8 per cent of 
families in the recidivist group with 1.51 persons per room or more, and 
25 per cent of families in the non-recidivi st group. Of course, the 
factor of change between 1936 and 1940 in living conditions in the city as 
a whole must be allowed for, since economic conrtitions improved during 
these four years. However, the change could not have been so great as to 
modify to any great extent ":he difference in crowding conditions between 
the city as a. v:hole and each of the groups of delinquents. It is ob-
vious from the figures presented here that the ··~ e was more overc y·o~ding in 
the families of recidivists than in the f amilies of the non-recidivis ts, 
and more overcrovrding in each group tha-n in the City of Providence as a 
TABLE XX . 
PEP.SONS PER ROOM. IN D\NELLINGS IN 1956 
Persons per room Recidivists Non-recidivists 
o.so or less 1 
0.151 to 0.75 5 
0.76 to 1.00 12 5 
1.01 to 1.50 19 16 
1. 51 to 2.00 23 6 
2.01 or more 5 5 
No re-port 4 1 
Total 64 56 
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whole. In the July, 1942 issue of the publication, "Rhode Island ,elfare 11, 
an association was reported between home overcrowding and juvenile delin-
6 
quency in Providence.-
Since act s of stealing were so frequent among the one hundred 
delinquents, and breaking and entering vras the mos t frequently repeated 
offense, the posslbili ty is called to one .' s attention that these offenses 
were committed as a result of economic need. Is it true that some of the 
recidivists were unable to keep out of further trouble because they felt 
an actu~l need of the necessities of life which they could not obtain 
legi timately? Such a justification for delinquency is not born out by the 
f acts. Although ma.ny delinquents are in actual economic need, a s tud.y of 
the articles they steal sho~s that the stolen property bears no relation 
to their actual need ·. The case of F. M. is an illustration of the rnoti ve 
behind an act of stealing, which though it may satisfy an emotional need 
of the boy, l s not related to his actual material needs. F.M. was one of 
the sixty-four recidivists. 
F.M. was brought before the court on 5-13-36 char ged with the 
theft of a pocketbook containing $5.00 from the home of a friend. 
ll!h en asked bv the court to what use he had DUt the money, he re-
~lied that h~ had bought an air rifle ••• Mr . M. is on relief. 
The childr en are shabbily dressed. F. is in dire need of shoes 
and a coat. 
Cases similar to that of F.M. are numerous. It is not likely that 
economic need in itself was the cause of acts of stealing on the part of 
the .recidivl.sts. 
6 Rhode Island \~eJ.fare, Home Overcrowding and Juvenile Delin-
quency, July, 1942, p. 7 
CHAPTER V. THE FACTOR OF SCHOOL SUCCESS 
Truancy seems to be· relat'ed to delinquency . But is truancy to 
· be classed with other serious delinquent acts? Is the act of truancy to 
be compared with such behavior as steeling? Truancy may have various 
motive s behind it. Its seriousne s s depends upon the motive compelli ng the 
offender to the act. Some truants f eel deep r esentment toward school and 
all it stands for. Others are merely driven on by a desire fo r temporary 
freedom from the re striction of the classroom. "Playing hookey" has long 
been the mark of a real American boy. Popular American liter e.ture has 
glorified sueh a ctivity to some extent. It is only when truancy repr e-
sents a deep seated emot ional problem that it becomes a serious matter. 
The relation between truancy and l a ter delinquency is not 
clear. A study by the New York Sta.te Crime Commi s sion showed that 51 per 
cent of the boys studi_ ed began their delinquent careers as truants.~ If 
truancy is followed by l a ter delinquency as a general rule; then one 
would expect to find a large proportion of the recidivists of this study 
to be truants. Records were available in almo st every case history as 
to the char acter of the school attendance of the individual. The proba-
tion counselor investigated the school record of each boy and recorded 
the school's report of the delinquent's behavior, attendance, and a.cademic 
progress. Table XXI bear s .out the assumption that the recidivist group 
will be found to contain many truants. 55.1 per cent of the recidivist 
1 Now York State Crime Commission, From Truancy to Crime, p. 8 
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group were reported as frequent truants as compared to 22.2 per cent of 
the non-recidivist group. If the number of individuals in the category 
"occasional truant" is added to the number of "frequent truants" in each 
group, it may be observed that the proportion of truants among the recid-
ivist group greatly exceeds that proportion found for the non-recidivist 
group. The distinction between occasional a.TJ.d f requent truant was made 
possible by the manner in which the probation counselor reported truancy. 
In almost every case the probation counselor specified the character of 
the boys' truancy. 
TABLE XXI. 
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
School attenda.TJ.ce Recidivists Non-recidi vlsts 
Attendance satisfactory 20 20 
Occasional truant 8 7 
Frequent truant 34 8 
Employed - not in 
school 1 1 
Attendance not reported 1 
Total 64 36 
Table XXII summarizes the schools' reports of the behs.vior of 
all the boys of the study. The recidivist group presents a ll=~rger pro-
portion of school behavior problems than does the non-recidivist group. 
Only t wo non-recidi vi'sts were found to have unsatisfactory .records for 
conduct in school as compared to nineteen recidivists. 
TABLE XXII. 
CLASSROOM CONDUCT OF THE ONE Hl.JNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Classroom conduct Recidivists Non-recidivists 
Conduct satisfactory 41 54 
Disciplinary problem 19 2 
No report of conduct ___i 
Total 64 36 
It is also possible ths.t succef:'s in academic work is related 
to delinquency. It appears likely that boys who are able t o obtain 
satisfaction from curricular achievement will be less likely to desire 
to obtain distinction among their fellows through acts of delinquency. 
The degree of ~rogress in school of t he one hundred boys was studied 
with this possibility in mind . Since no norms of age-grade relationship 
were available from the Providence Sc~ool Department to use as t he basis 
for judging the academic attainment of the delinquents , the author con-
2 
structed a t able of normal school progress.- As suming that the average 
individual begins his school c~reer in Providence at the age of six years 
it was possible to estimate the gr ade a child should have reached at a 
specific age if he had progressed normally. The school progress of each 
of the one hundred delinquents for whom a school grade was reported by 
2 see Appendix, p.68 
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the probation counselor was estimated by comparing the grade he had 
attained in 1956 with the estimated normal school progress for a boy of 
his age . From Table XXIII the. conclusion is reached that a lerge pro-
portion of all the delinquents were retarded one year or more. R.etarda_:_ 
tion of one-half year is not considered significant in this study. Those 
classified in _ "u_ngraded room" are retarded t wo years or more. It was not 
possible to specify the exact gr ade of this group as these individuals 
were placed in a special room for retarded children with no ranking in 
grade. 70 per cent of the r ecidivists and 58.3 of the non-recidi vists 
were retarded one year or more. The non~recidivists contained a greater 
number of individuals who had prograssed at a. normal and accelerated 
rate. 
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TABLE XXIII •. 
ACADEMIC PROGRESS OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELINQUENTS 
Academic progress Recidivists Non-recidivists . 
Years accelerated 
1 
l 
2 
Normal advancement 
Years retarded 
.1. 
2 
1 
1 
4 
3 
5 
2 5 
2~ 7 
"' 
3 1 
4 3 
Over 4 2 
Ungraded room* 13 
No report of grade 10 
Employed - not in school · 1 
Total 64 
1 
1 
5 
4 
5 
4 
3 
1 
1 
1 
5 
3 
1 
56 
* Individuals in ungraded room are all retarded t wo years or more. 
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CHAPTER VI. THE FACTOR. OF RELI GIOUS CONTACTS 
Church attendance in its relation to juvenile delinquency 
poses a difficult problem and any research into the subject is bound to 
be fraught with obstacles. Ther e is a prevalent belief among church 
follo·;rers that contact 11.ri th the church will counteract delinquent behav-
ior in youth . In a previous study·of church a ttendance and delinquency 
in Providence and several other urban f;.reas of Rhode Island, it V'?as 
found that 47 per cent of the 187 juvenile probationers studied attended 
church regul arly before being pl aced on pr obation, 32 per cent were 
found to have attended church occasionally, and only 21 per cent were 
1' 
fo und to have had no contact at all with the church.-
In the present study the report of the probation counselor was 
obtained from the investigation sheet as to the character of the delin-
quent's church attendance . T~e inadequacy of such material is obvious, 
but no other means of obtaining information pertaining to the boys' 
religious l ives T.as feasible. The probation officer obtained his infor-
mation directly from the boy or his parents . It is customary for the 
probation counselor in the course of his investigation to ask about the 
frequ ency of the boy's church attendance. Since the basis for consider-
ing an individual a regular or non-church goer was. the report given by 
the -probation counselor from his contact vd.th the boy and his parents, 
the author took great care in clas sify~ng individuals. Unless the state-
1 Harold C. Edelston and James Reilly, Church Attendance and 
Juvenile Delinquency in Rhode Island 
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ment v'a s defini t.ely made that the boy "as a church goer, he wa.s not 
classified as such . A study of the church and its influence on juvenile 
r'lelinquents should mak:e some provision for study of the boys ' subjective 
feelings about. church, in order to evaluate to what extent each boy ha e 
been influenced in his atti,tudes by the church. This present d .udy is 
valid only insofar as it considers mere church going a criter ion, end 
not the effect church attendance has upon the delinquent's psychological 
functioning . 
No census fi gures are availa.ble on the number s and oi~.trlbution 
of r eligious groups. However, it is evident f r om observat ion t hat the 
Catholic populE:tion constitutes the largest r eligious group in Providence. 
T2.ble XXIV shov;-s the distrt.bution of religious f Hiths among the one h~nd­
red delinquents. The large Catholic popule.tion of 'Providence i s reflec-
ted in this sample. One must not deduce from the figures in Table XXIV, 
nor from any other such crude statistics, thut the Catholic population 
contr!.h..rtes a disproportionate number of delinquents to the community. 
TABLE XXIV . 
RELIGIONc OF THE ONE HU ~mP.ED DELINQuEH'l'E: 
Religion Recidivists Non-recidivists 
Catholic 52 24 
Protestant 11 9 
J ev~rie.h l 5 
Total 64 36 
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Nor can it be assumed that recidivism occurs more frequent l y among Catho-
lies in Pr ovidence the~ among other groups. No conclusions of this sort 
can be reached without the general population flgures .f or all r eligious 
groups in Proiii.dence, to which the sample may be related. The f acts to 
be deduced from Table XXIV are the·se: a majority of the one hundred del-
inquents were of the Catholic f aith; there were proportionately more boys 
of the Protestant and Jewish f aiths among the non-recidivists than among 
t he recidivists but since we are dealing with such small figures for the 
non-Catholic i ndividuals, the difference is not very significant. 
Table XXV provides a further bree.kdown into religion and church 
attendance. It was desired to discover how many boys came into contact 
of some kind with their respective churches. Since a classification into 
regulr-<r end occasi onal church attendance involves a cer t ain amount of 
subjective judgment both on the part of the probation counselor in ob-
t aining the report, and the enumerator in tabulating the material, it wa.s 
decided to combine occasional and regular church attendance into one 
category and l abel it "contact with church". I t is seen from Table XV 
that church going as such bears little relationship to recidivism among 
the one hundred delinquents of thi s study. The proportion of Catholic 
boys who were reported as having conta ct with the church was slightly 
higher fo r the reci divist group than for the non-recidivist group. Among 
the Protestant boys there wer e proportionately more non-recidivists t han 
recidivi sts that did not go to church. None of the Jewi sh boys had any 
contacts with the church. Three of the four Jewish boys did not recidi-
vate d4ring t he six years. 
BOSTON UNJV~RSITY 
SCHOOL or- SOCIAL WORK 
LIBRARY 
51 
52 
An attempt n'as made to find evidence of r:cti ve participation 
in church activities in addition to mere attendance. Evidence of parti-
cipation was forthcoming in only three cases. All three boys were recid-
ivists. One was a choir boy; the other t wo reported t hat they had ma.de 
their communion end confirmation in the Catholic Church. 
TABLE XXV. 
RELIGIOUS CONTACTS OF THE ONE HUNDRED DELIN QOEN1'S 
Religion Recidi-vists Non-recidivists 
Contact No Con- Contact No Con-
with Church tact with Church tact 
.. 
Catholic 43 9 19 5 
Protestant 7 4 3 6 
Jewish - 1 - 5 
- -
Total 50 14 22 14 
CHAPTER VII. THE USE OF LEISURE TIME 
It has been contended by group work experts that recreation and 
supervised play have a t wofold purpose: (1) .to present to the child a 
wholesome medium in which to spend his leisure time, and (2) to build char-
acter within t he child and teach him moral standards of which he will make 
use in his evePy-day life. Not all authorities subscribe to this idea. 
Many are of the opinion that organized recreation and group vrork should 
aL~ merely to provide an outlet for the child's energies and should not 
and c~nnot effectively accomplish the building of moral character. In 
discussing the playgrom1d, Reckless offers the follo¥dng argument in favor 
of such a theory. 
But there is no clear indication that the fairly good child who takes 
to the playground's offering is vaccinated against delinquency because 
of his playground experience • • • most children, a11.d especially the 
adolescent children and gang members, participate so little in the 
total playground offering t hat they take away hardly more than the 
memory of a good time. Most of them gain nothing to transfer to ord-
. 1·f 1 ~nary ~ e.-
If children gain nothing more than ~;t "good time11 from group work 
off erings, then we should expect to find . little difference in organized 
group membership between the recidivists and non-recidivists. Under the 
as sumption that organized group recreation has little eff ect in curbing 
delinquent trends in a boy's personality, it would follow that repeated 
delinquency and membership in superyised groups are unrelated. What is 
1 Walter C. Reckless and Mapheus Smith, Juvenile Delinquency, 
P• 325 
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actually uncovered from a study of the probation counselor's reports shows 
that only sixteen of the one hundred delinquents were active members in an 
organized group work agency or program. Ten of the recidivists and four 
of the non-recidivists belonged to the Providence Boys' Club at the time 
they committed their offense in 1936. One non-recidivist was a Boy Scout 
and one non-recidivist was an active member of the Young Men's Christian 
Association. A total of ten recidivists and six non-recidivists were thus 
active members of a supervised recreational group. It is obvious that 
there is little difference in the proportion of boys within the two groups 
reported as participating in a group work program. 
It is the policy of the probation counselors in Providence to 
encourage marnbership in clubs and community centers. A perusal of the 
supervision records of the one hundred delinquents showed that five of the 
recidivists joined the Providence Boys' Club after being placed on proba-
tion in 1936 as compared to seven of the non-recidivists. 
Even though the theory be allowed that boys gain no value from 
group work activities in respect to the inculcation of moral standards, it 
cannot be denied that if their leisure time is spent con~tructively in an 
organized and supervised group, they will have less time to become involved 
in violatiorts of the law and are thus likely to escape further involvement · 
vdth the police. Is it possible that so few of the boys of this study 
participated in group work programs because .none were readily available? 
Map 2 shows the location of group work agencies in Providence in relation 
to the 1936 residence of the one hundred delinquents. It is plainly obvi-
ous that the agencies are so distributed throughout the city that they were 
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accessible to most of the boys. H~vever, only sixteen took advantage of 
them without the external prodding of the probation counselor. The fail-
ure was on the part of the agencies to attract the interest of the boys. 
There are other activities which are capable of occupying the · 
time of the delinquents so as to prevent further delinquent acts. Part 
time jobs after school and on Saturday and .school holidays use up the 
leisure ti~e of the boys and provide them ~~th pocket money which they can 
spend for legitimate recreation. In . l936 such part time jobs were scarce 
and it would not be expected that many of the one hundred boys could be 
found to have held such jobs. Two boys of the recidivist group and one of 
the non-recidivist group had paper routes. Four of the non-recidivists 
but none of the recidivists had some other type of part time emplo~aent . 
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MAP 2 
LOCATION OF GROUP Y'OFK AGENCIES AND F.ESIDENCEE O.F' THE ONE HUNDRED 
DELINQUENTS IN 1936 IN CENSUS TRACTS OF PROVIDENCE 
* 
KEY 
* Becidivists 
e Non-r ecidivists 
B Central Boys ' Club 
F Federal Hill House 
H John Hope Center 
J Jewish Commun i t y Cent er 
N Nickerson House 
0 Olneyville Boys ' Club 
W \"an skuck Boys' Club 
Y Youne Men's Chr istian Association 
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CHAPTER VIII. CONCLUSIONS 
In smMnarizing the data uncovered by this investigation, it 
seems most suitable for the purposes of the study to divide the total 
results into two categories. The · findings seem to lend themselves to 
such a division, for in certain areas significant differences between the 
group of recidivists and the group of non-recidivists are observable, 
while in other areas no significant differences appear. 
It seems appropriate to review .first the facts as to which the 
two groups of delinquents differ. Of all the factors studied in the lives 
of the delinquents, not the least Lmpressive from the point of view of 
significant and striking differences is the factor of school success. It 
was possible to arrive at the defLrlite conclusion from the data. presented 
in this study that those boys among the one hundred delinquents who did 
not recidivate during the six year period presented a much more favorable 
school record than did the boys who recidivated. Truancy showed a much 
greater incidence among the recidivists than among the non-recidivists. 
The school reported an oveM¥helming proportion of recidivists as unmanage-
able in the classroom and presenting other disciplinary problems. The 
non-recidivists had a greater proportion of individuals among them who had 
progressed norraally through the curricular progra~ of their respective 
schools and proportionately less individuals who were thus retarded. The 
material in relation to school proved to be the most conclusive of any 
portion of the study, principally because the material in the case records 
was more definite and complete thah in any other a:t>ea. 
l· 
I 
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A study of the family relationships of the one hundred boys also 
yielded some significant differences between the two groups. However, the 
case records proved to be less adequate in this field than the investigat-
or had anticipated. Most · of the conclusions were inevitably based on 
evidence and clues to the total situation. But there were certain facts 
uncovered that seem to be me~1ingful. A slightly higher percentage of 
non-recidivists were living in unbroken homes in 1936. There appeared to 
be more cases of conflict between members of the family among t he recidi-
vists. There were more parents born in North .America among the recidiv-
ists than among the non-recidivists , an unexpected finding. More parents 
and more siblings in the recidivists' f&~lies had criminal or delinquency 
records than was true for the non-recidivists 1 families. More non-recid-
ivists than recidivists were the oldest in age among their siblings. 
The situation in regard to relief prevented any fully satisfac-
tory findings as to the relative economic status of the two groups. 1936 
was a year in which much relief was administered to the general population. 
It was found that the recidivist group and the non-recidivist group con-
tained a large number of families on relief . The percentage on relief was 
probably higher than was 'true for the general population of Providence, 
but no figures were available to t his author as to the total amount of 
relief given to the general population of Providence in 1936 so that a 
comparison could be made. The mean income of the heads of families in the 
non-recidivist group, including the income of those on relief, was slightly 
higher than the income of heads of families in the recidivist group. There 
were .proportionately more fa'llily heads employed as laborers among the 
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recidivist group. The only two semi-professional workers among the par-
ents of the total one hundred delinquents were both parents of non-recid-
ivists. A much . larger proportion of recidivists' families were known to 
relief social agencies in Providence previous to 1936. This is probably 
the best indication presented that the non-recidivists' fa"!Li.lies are less 
dependent economically than the recidivists'. The index of crowding in 
the home showed a great difference between groups. The fact t hat over-
crowding was more prevalent in the recidivist than in the non-recidivist 
group is beyond controversy. Also striking is the fact that the amount of 
overcrowding for both groups combined is much greater than that for the 
city as a whole. 
In the field of religion, it was found that a slightly gre~ter 
proportion of recidivists than non-recidivists had contact with the church 
before being placed on probation in 1936. This finding was somewhat incon-
sistent with the popular belief that religion combats delinquency . How-
ever, no distinction could be made between church attendance vmich was 
passive and that vmich was active. An attempt to .do this was made by try-
ing to determine the degree of participation in church affairs on the part 
of the delinquents. However, such information was not forthcoming from 
the case records. It is likely that the delinquents in this study were 
passive members of their sects and did not actively participate in the 
functions of their church, though no .data is offered in support of this 
contention. 
Other differences uncovered between the two groups relate to the 
probation process itself. The recidivists ~no did not violate their pro-
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bation were kept under supervision for a longer period of time than the 
non-recidivists. The proportion of recidivists who were committed to 
Sockanosset at some tL~e greatly exceeds the proportion of non-recidivists. 
Acts of stealing, as reasons for the 1936 probation sentence, occurred 
more frequently among the recidivists·, while acts of mischief showed a 
greater incidence among the non-recidivists. 
The study also showed that in some areas there was no differ-
ence between the recidivists and non.:...recidivists. In some cases, it is 
suspected that no differences appeared due to the fact that the data of 
the case records from which the material. was taken were not complete. 
The study did not reveal any sharp line o.f demarcation between the coun-
tries or regions of Europe from wh~ch foreign born parents originated. 
The average nt~ber of children in the families of recidivists was greater 
than the average for fa~lies of non-recidivists, but when a count was 
taken of children under sixteen, no great difference was uncovered between 
the two groups. Race did not enter into the study to any extent because 
there were only five negro boys out of a total of one hundred. 
Monthly rent paid for dwelling unit was recorded as an index of 
economic status. However, the median monthly rent for either group of 
delinquents was not significantly higher or lower than the mean for the 
other. 
Though most of the one hundred delinquents were of the Catholic 
faith, the proportion of Catholics iri the srunple is merely a reflection of 
the large Catholic population in Providence. No differences in relation 
to the religious preferences wer~ observed between the two groups. 
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Few of the one hundred boys spent their leisure tL~e in a con-
structive manner. There was little proportionate difference in the number 
of boys in each of the two groups who held part time jobs or who belonged 
to an organized recreational group. 
Although the non-recidivists were slightly older than the recid-
ivists, the difference in the _mean age between the two groups does not lend 
itself to interpretation of any kind. 
The one hundred delinquents resided in various census tracts ru1d 
sections of the city in 1936. The temptations to delinquency offered by 
activities in th.e center of the city can not be cited as important contrib-
utory factors to recidivism among the one hundred delinquents, because 
there is no concentration of either group in areas adj acent to the center 
of the city. Instead the boys resided in scattered sections of the city 
with no great concentration noted in any" one census tract or group ofcensus 
tracts. 
Thus it can be seen that the study did uncover various ways in 
which factors in the lives of the recidivists varied from factors in t he 
lives of the non-recidivists. However, it must be admitted that the res-
ults of the study are not conclusive. Because of the fact that much of 
the material sought from the case records was, disappointingly enough, 
inadequate for the purpose of this study, and in several fields estimates 
of the total situation had to be made from facts which could only serve as 
i ndices , the study was not as profitable as it might have been. Of course 
a sample of one hundred is not a large enough sample on which to base any 
large scale generalizations. 
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The study did, however, serve a definite and valuable purpose. 
It provided a skL~ng of the surface, so to speak, of the complicated 
problem of recidivism. Because some differences were uncovered between 
the recidivists ru1d non-recidivists of this study, a further and more elab-
orate study of juvenile delinquents in Provids1ce would be justified. The 
author desires to think of the present study as an eA.-ploratory pro ject 
which points the way to the following conclusion:' that it may be possible 
to uncover definite causes leading some juvenile delinquents in Providence 
to recidivate, while others seem to derive benefit from their contacts 
with probation officers, or for some other reason are able to reform. If 
such causes could be definitely established by a more complete study in 
Providence, the probation counselors could probably deal more effectively 
With their charges . Providence is specified as the location for a further 
study, because for practical purposes the results of studies' made in other 
comr!lunities cannot be utilized in Providence. Each comrrtunity varies in 
many respects and it is not possible, if practical use is to be made of 
the findings, to apply the results and findings made in one comrnunity to 
another. The methods of research i:h the social sciences have not been 
refined as yet to such an extent that the findings of any one study can be 
applied universally. 
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APPENDIX 
SCHEDULE 
A Study of Recidivism Among One Hundred Delinquents Placed on Probation 
in the Sixth District Court of Providence, R.I. in 1936 
Name of delinquent-------------- Birthdritc --------
Name of father ---------~-- Name of mother -------------
Address in 1956 
-------------------------- Census Tract ____ _ 
Monthly rent $~ ____ No. of rooms-------- Persons per room--------
Ethnic Background 
Birthplace of f ather ------------ - of mother 
----------------
Family Constitution 
• 
Boy living with-----------------------------------------
No. of brothers ------------ No. of sisters ----------------
Position in age of subject among siblings---------------
Economic Situation of Family 
Income of f ather (or other family head) - weekly $ --.,.---------
Employment of father (or other f o.mily head) 
Other family income - weekly $~----
Relief social agencies to which fa.mily is known: 
l. Date of regi stration ----------------
.2 . Date of registration 
-------------
3. 
------------- Date of registr~tion ---------~-----
4. Date of registration ---------------
School Histor y 
Behavior in school --------------------------------------
Attendance 
Grade -------- I. Q. (Stanford-Binet) 
66 
~ . 
Religious Contacts 
R.eligious affiliation ------ Church attendance----- ---
Participation in church activities ___ __;, _____________ _ 
Previous Record 
1936 Offense 
case closed on -------,...- Vi o. of pr o b. ( ) ; e.atisfac. ( ) 
La ter Offenses 
R.ecreational Activities 
,Physical and Menta l Health 
Physical handicaps 
Police Record of Parents 
Police Record of Siblings 
Mental health 
-----
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Estimated Normal Academic School Progress for Children in the Providence 
Public Schools 
Age Grade Vfuich Chil d Should Have 
Attained If He Pr ogressed Norm-
ally 
6, but under 7 lB to lA 
7, but under 8 2B to 2A 
s , but under 9 5B to 3A 
9, but under 10 4B to 4A 
10, but under ll 5B to 5A 
11, but under 12 6B to 6A 
12, but under 13 7B to 7A 
13, but under 14 BB to SA 
14, but under 15 9B to 9A 
15 , but under 16 lOB to lOA 
16, but under 17 llB to ll.A 
17 , but under 18 12B to l2A 
Sixth Juvenile -Court 
Delinquency Cases Disposed of During Year* 
Boys 
Age : 1940 1941 194:?. 
Under 7 years 
7 years, under 8 
8 years, under 9 1 
9 years, under 10 :? 2 
10 years, under 11 5 9 6 
11 years, under 1 2 18 18 8 
1~ years, under 15 7 18 19 
15 years , under 14 9 27 28 
14 years, under 15 26 59 59 
15 years, under 16 38 49 51 
16 years, under 17 39. 17 44 
17 years, under 18 7 n 8 .::.. 
18 years and over 1 1 
Age not specified 1 
Total 149 181 207 
Reason referred: 
Arson 2 
Automobile stealing 19 22 12 
Burglary 35 43 71 
Holdup 15 9 4 
Other stealing 14 22 10 
Truancy 16 26 71 
Running away 10 1 
Being ungovernable 11 20 9 
.Sex offense 2 5 5 
Injury to person 10 6 15 
Act of carelessness or 
mischief 10 26 6 
Traffic violation 2 2 3 
Feceiving stolen goods 5 
Total 149 181 207 
* The figures are t aken from the annual re-ports of the R.I. Di visiol1 of 
Probation, Parole, and Criminal Statistics to the SoCial Statistics 
Project of the Children's Bureau, U.S. Department of ·Labor. 
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Offenses Committed by the One Hundred Delinquents of Th.is Study Which Were 
Considered as Constituting Recidivism 
1. As sault with dangerous weapon 
2. Breaking, entering, and l arceny 
5. Carnal knowledge 
4. ·Carrying concealed weapon 
5 •. Driving off automobile Iithout consent of owner 
6. Embezzlement 
7. Forgery 
8. Incest 
9. Larceny 
10. M~slaughter 
ll. Rape 
1 2. Robbery 
13. Sodomy 
14 . All federal offenses 
15. All juvenile offenses 
Approved, 
Dean 
